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The transverse momentum (pr) spectra and ratios of identified charged hadrons (7%, K*, p, p) produced
in /sy, =200 GeV Au + Au and d + Au collisions are reported in five different centrality classes for each
collision species. The measurements of pions and protons are reported up to pr = 6 GeV/c (5 GeV/c), and
the measurements of kaons are reported up to pr =4 GeV/c (3.5 GeV/c) in Au + Au (d + Au) collisions.
In the intermediate p7 region, between 2 and 5 GeV/c, a significant enhancement of baryon-to-meson ratios
compared to those measured in p + p collisions is observed. This enhancement is present in both Au + Au and
d + Au collisions and increases as the collisions become more central. We compare a class of peripheral Au + Au
collisions with a class of central d 4 Au collisions which have a comparable number of participating nucleons
and binary nucleon-nucleon collisions. The pr-dependent particle ratios for these classes display a remarkable
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similarity, which is then discussed.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevC.88.024906

I. INTRODUCTION

Measurements of identified particles in Au + Au collisions
allow the study of particle-production mechanisms in a hot
and dense nuclear medium and probe the properties of the
quark-gluon plasma (QGP) [1-4]. In d + Au collisions, these
measurements allow the study of cold-nuclear-matter effects
on particle production, such as the Cronin enhancement [5,6],
nuclear shadowing [7], and gluon saturation [8]. These cold-
nuclear-matter effects are present in Au + Au collisions as
well, and the study of d + Au collisions allows us to determine
these effects directly and to disentangle them from the effects
of the hot and dense nuclear medium.

One of the most intriguing discoveries in the early days of
the research program at the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider was
the significantly enhanced baryon production relative to meson
production at intermediate transverse momentum 2 GeV/c <
pr < 5GeV/c, as evidenced in the large baryon-to-meson
ratios and the significant differences in the particle suppression
patterns measured by the nuclear modification factors [9-11].
Several classes of models were introduced to explain these
differences based on different physical phenomena, such as
strong radial flow [12,13], baryon junctions [14,15], and
hadronization through recombination [16-21].

Additionally, the recombination model has been employed
to explain the baryon vs meson difference in the Cronin
enhancement observed in p + A collisions [22,23]. Traditional
explanations of the Cronin enhancement involve the multiple
soft scatterings in the initial state prior to the hard scattering
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and subsequent fragmentation of the hard scattered parton
[24]. This process can naturally explain the deficit of particle
production at low pr and enhancement at intermediate pr,
but does not account for the particle species dependence at
Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider energies [25]. Conversely,
in the recombination model, the observed enhancement is
attributed to final-state effects, i.e., the recombination of
soft partons from the nuclear medium with hard scattered
partons in a jet. For this reason d 4+ Au collisions represent an
excellent testing ground for the recombination model, because
hot-nuclear-matter effects, such as the collective expansion
of the medium, are not expected. However, recent results
in d + Au collisions at 200 GeV [26] and p + Pb collisions
at 5.02 TeV [27-29] suggest that some collective expansion
effects may be present in the most central events.

Measurements of strange particles, such as charged kaons,
have also been an interesting subject in heavy-ion collisions.
An enhancement of strangeness production relative to that in
p + p collisions has been observed at various collision ener-
gies [30]. This strangeness enhancement is a possible signature
of deconfinement, thermalization, and flavor equilibration
[31,32]. In this scenario, strangeness production is dominated
by thermal gluon fusion. The measurement of charged kaons
in a broad pr range and in different centrality classes is a
significant tool to further understand the thermalization of the
system and the mechanism of strangeness production.

To address the particle production in both hot and cold
QCD matter, a systematic study of identified particles over
a broad pr range with a wide selection of centralities in
both Au+ Au and d + Au collisions is required. In this
paper, the spectra, particle ratios, and nuclear modification
factors previously reported by PHENIX in Au + Au [10] and
d + Au collisions [25] are revisited, extending the p; reach
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of previous measurements and significantly improving the
statistical precision. In Sec. II we discuss the experimental
apparatus and the detector subsystems used in this analysis;
in Sec. III we discuss the analysis method, including event
and track selection, and particle identification; in Sec. IV we
discuss the results; and in Sec. V we summarize our findings.

II. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

The PHENIX experiment is a large, general-purpose
detector with a wide variety of detector subsystems ideally
suited to the study of nuclear matter in conditions of extreme
temperature and density. PHENIX is composed of global event
property detectors, forward and backward rapidity arms (North
and South) dedicated to muon measurements, and two central
arm spectrometers (East and West) at midrapidity covering
pseudorapidity |n| < 0.35 for measurements of photons,
electrons, and charged hadrons. Detailed descriptions of the
various detector subsystems can be found in Ref. [33].

Figure 1 gives a schematic diagram of the PHENIX detector
for the 2007 configuration; the 2008 configuration is very
similar. The top panel shows the central spectrometer arms,
viewed along the beamline, facing North. The bottom panel
shows the two forward rapidity muon arms (North and South)
and the global detectors.

The analysis presented herein makes use of the beam-beam
counters, the tracking system (drift chamber and two layers
of pad chambers), the electromagnetic calorimeter, and the
time-of-flight detector in the West arm.

2007 PHENIX Detector

PC3
PC3 Central
Magnet TEC.

MPC HBD
PCI RNP " piy
acrogel
West Beam View East
o
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&
%, S
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= = [ = =
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FIG. 1. (Color online) The PHENIX detector configuration for
the 2007 data taking period. The 2008 configuration is very similar.
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A. Detector subsystems

The beam-beam counters (BBCs) are used for the
minimum-bias trigger, the centrality definition, the determina-
tion of the collision vertex along the beam axis (the z vertex),
and the event start time. The BBCs [34,35] are located at
4144 cm from the nominal interaction point. They cover 2w
in azimuth and a pseudorapidity range of 3.0 < || < 3.9.
Each BBC is an array of 64 identical hexagonal detector
elements, with the beam pipe passing through the center of the
array. Each element is a quartz Cerenkov radiation counter,
and the radiator and photomultiplier tube are constructed as a
single piece.

The PHENIX tracking system is optimized for the
high-multiplicity environment of ultrarelativistic heavy-ion
collisions. It comprises drift chambers (DCs) [36] and pad
chambers (PC1, PC2, and PC3) [37]. This analysis makes use
of the first layer of pad chambers (PC1) and the third layer
(PC3). The DCs have an active volume in the radial range
2.02m < r < 2.46 m. The PC1 is mated directly to the back
of the DC frame in each arm at a radial distance of 2.49 m.
The PC3 is located in each arm at a radial distance of 4.98 m.

The primary particle identification detector used in this
analysis is the time-of-flight detector in the West half of
the central arm spectrometer (TOFW). The TOFW [38,39] is
located at aradial distance of 4.8 1 m from the interaction point,
having pseudorapidity coverage of |n| < 0.35 and azimuthal
coverage of 22° in two separate sections. The individual
elements are multigap resistive plate chambers (MRPCs).
Each MRPC has six 230-um gas gaps separated by five
550-um-thick glass plates. On each side of the outermost
glass plates (1.1 mm thick) are carbon-tape electrodes held
at + 7 kV on one side and —7 kV on the other side, for a total
bias voltage of 14 kV. When charged particles traverse the
detector, the gas between the plates is ionized and the image
charge is collected at each side of the chamber on four copper
readout strips. Each strip has dimensions of 37 x 2.8 cm with a
separation of 0.3 cm. The strips are oriented lengthwise along
the azimuthal direction. Each strip is read out from both top and
bottom so that the time difference between them can be used
to determine the hit position along the length of the strip with
a resolution of order 1 cm. The TOFW system is composed
of a total of 128 MRPCs, 512 strips, and 1024 readouts. The
total timing resolution, which includes the uncertainty in the
start time from the BBC, is 84 ps in Au + Au collisions [39].
In d + Au collisions it is 95 ps, where the slightly poorer
resolution is attributable to the lower resolution of the start time
determination from the BBC. This is attributable to the lower
multiplicity in d + Au collisions and, for the same reason, the
z-vertex resolution is also poorer in d + Au collisions.

III. ANALYSIS METHOD

A. Event and track selection

This paper presents an analysis of Au+ Au collisions at
Syy = 200 GeV, collected in 2007, and d + Au collisions
at /s, = 200 GeV, collected in 2008. For each set we select
events that pass the minimum-bias trigger, which is defined as a
coincidence between the North and South BBCs. In Au + Au
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TABLE I. Values of (Nc) and (Npy) for Au + Au and d + Au
collisions from Glauber model simulations.

Collision  Centrality (%) (Neon) (Npart)

Au+ Au 0-10 960.2 £+ 96.1 325.8+3.8
10-20 609.5 +59.8 236.1+5.5
20-40 300.8 £29.6 141.5+5.8
40-60 94.2+12.0 61.6+5.1
60-92 14.8 +3.0 14.7+2.9

d+ Au 0-20 15.1+1.0 1534+0.8
2040 10.2 £ 0.7 11.1£0.6
40-60 6.6+04 7.8+04
60-88 3.1+£0.2 43402
0-100 7.6+0.4 85+04

collisions, this trigger requires two or more photomultiplier
tubes firing in each BBC and measures 92 + 3% of the
total inelastic cross section; in d + Au collisions, it requires
one or more photomultiplier tubes firing in each BBC and
measures 88 + 4% of the total inelastic cross section. We have
an additional requirement that the collision vertex is within
|z] < 30 cm of the nominal origin of the coordinate system.

Centrality selection is performed with the BBCs using the
Glauber Monte Carlo procedure described in Ref. [40], in
which the charge in each BBC detector is assumed to be
proportional to the number of participating nucleons Ny trav-
eling towards it. For the Au + Au system the North and South
BBC distributions are summed, but for the d + Au system,
only the South (Au-going) side is used. The BBC charge is
assumed to follow a negative binomial distribution (NBD) with
amean of Npy and the remaining NBD parameters determined
from a x? minimization of the combined Glauber + NBD
calculation with respect to the data. The BBC distributions
are divided into equal probability bins, and the corresponding
Glauber distributions are used to calculate Ny as well as the
number of binary nucleon-nucleon collisions Ny, as shown
in Table I. We also present the number of deuteron participants
Npart,a and the number of Au participants Npa ae in d 4+ Au
collisions in Table II.

Charged track reconstruction in the DC is based on a
combinatorial Hough transform, which gives the angle in
the main bend plane (r-¢) and thus pr. The PCl1 is used
to determine the hit position in the longitudinal (z) direction.
Only tracks with valid information in both the DC and the PC1
are used in this analysis. Tracks in DC/PC1 are projected to
the outer detectors, such as PC3 and TOFW, and matched to
hits in those detectors with the minimum distance between the

TABLE II. Values of (Npart.d)> (Npart,au)> and (Npar) for d + Au
collisions from Glauber model simulations.

Ceﬂtfality (%) (Npan,d) (Npan,Au> (Npan>

0-20 1.95 +0.01 13.33 £0.82 15.28 £ 0.83
2040 1.84 £0.01 9.27 £0.63 11.11 £ 0.63
40-60 1.65£0.02 6.15£0.43 7.80 £0.44
60-88 1.36 £0.02 2.96 £0.18 4.32+0.19
0-100 1.61 £0.01 6.84 £0.39 8.46 +0.39
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projection and the hit position. The distribution of differences
between hits and projections is approximately Gaussian,
with an additional underlying background caused by random
associations. Only tracks with a difference of less than two
standard deviations in both the azimuthal and the longitudinal
directions in both the PC3 and the TOFW are selected, so as
to minimize background contamination. In the Au + Au data
for pr > 5.0 GeV/c, an additional background isolation cut
is applied. For these tracks we require E/pr > 0.2, where E
is the energy deposited in the electromagnetic calorimeter.
This cut removes low-pr particles that are falsely recon-
structed as high-pr tracks.

B. Particle identification

Charged particle identification (PID) is performed by
simultaneous measurement of the momentum, time of flight,
and path length. These quantities are used to determine the
mass of the candidate track based on the following relationship:

2 2.2
2 P flc

where m is the mass, p is the momentum, c is the speed of
light, ¢ is the time of flight, and L is the path length. The
m? distributions are approximately Gaussian. The standard
deviation of the distribution o,,2 can be parametrized as a
function of momentum as follows:

2 2 2
2 _ Oy 4 2 Oms 4 m
02 = K_12(4m p )+ K_12|:4m <1 + F)il

O'ZC

2

+ i’ £ ph), )
where 0,2 is the standard deviation of the m? distribution, m
denotes the physical mass of the particle and thus the square
root of the centroid of the m? distribution, o, is the angular
resolution of the DC, oy, is the multiple scattering term, o, is
the total timing resolution, and K is the magnetic field integral
constant. The magnetic field integral constant depends on the
magnetic field configuration. The PHENIX magnet system for
the central arms comprises two coils. The two coils can be run
together, opposed, or have the inner coil off. During the 2007
Au + Au data taking, the coils were run opposed, while for the
2008 d + Au data taking, the coils were run together. Running
the coils opposed produces near-zero magnetic fields in the
region between the beam pipe and the inner coil of the magnet.
This is needed for the analysis of the dielectron continuum
using the hadron blind detector, which is the innermost detector
during this operational period and can be seen (labeled as
HBD) in Fig. 1. The PID parameters are presented in Table III.

TABLE III. Parameters for the PID function defined in Eq. (2).

Parameter Units 2007 Au + Au 2008 d + Au
O mrad 0.896 1.050
Oms mrad GeV/c 0.992 1.000
oy ps 0.084 0.095
K, mrad GeV/c 75.0 104.0
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To select candidate tracks of a particular particle species,
the m? is required to be within two standard deviations
of the mean for the selected particle species and outside
two standard deviations of the mean for the other particle
species. Below the regions where the PID bands intersect,
the PID contamination is negligible. Above it, contamination
is from one side of the tail of the distribution beyond two
standard deviations. For a Gaussian distribution this is 2.25%.
Therefore, the contamination can be estimated based on the
ratio of the respective yields multiplied by this value. The
m? distributions may have slightly non-Gaussian tails and
therefore the PID contamination may be slightly higher. In
any event, we estimate the PID purity to be better than 90%
for all particle species at all p7, in all centrality classes, and in
both collision systems. Figure 2 shows m? vs pr multiplied by
the charge for the 2007 Au + Au data; the 2008 d + Au data
are very similar. The 20 PID bands are superimposed as solid
black lines. The top panel shows the entire m? distribution
with all the track selection cuts applied but none of the PID
cuts. The bottom panel shows the same distribution but with
the PID cuts also applied.

m? (GeV?/c?)
=
o

—

Lovoa Lol s T

m? (GeV?/c?)
(=]
o

(=]
[\II\Il'IrIIII\llllllllll
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charge x P, (GeV/c)
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-
N

FIG. 2. (Color online) The particle identification method, m? vs
charge x pr for 2007 Au + Au data; the 2008 d + Au data are very
similar. The solid black lines indicate the two-standard-deviation PID
bands used for the cuts. The top panel shows the bands superimposed
on the entire m? distribution; the bottom panel shows the distribution
after the cuts have been applied.
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C. Corrections to the raw data

To obtain the true invariant yield, the raw spectrum needs to
be corrected for a variety of factors. Various types of simula-
tions are performed to determine these corrections. To correct
for geometrical acceptance, analysis cuts, particle interactions
with detector materials, and in-flight decays (for pions and
kaons), we use single-particle Monte Carlo (MC) simulations.
For these simulations, single particles are generated using a
random generator, with flat distributions in rapidity, azimuth,
and pr. The random particles are then run through a GEANT
simulation of PHENIX to determine the interactions of the
single particles with the detector subsystems and support
structures. Next, all the detector response information is fed
through the usual PHENIX reconstruction software to produce
simulated tracks. Finally, these simulated tracks are analyzed
in the exact same way as tracks from the real data to determine
the corrections. The total correction factor, Fe(pr), is given
by the following relation:

dNoulput/de

F, =
c(pr) dNupu /1

= €acceptanceEefficiency Ecuts - (3)

To correct for the detector occupancy effect, which is
largest in the TOFW, we run embedding simulations, where
a track from single-particle MC simulations is embedded into
a real event, and the occupancy correction is determined
from the relative efficiencies of reconstructing the single
track in isolation and in the event. This correction is the
largest in the most central Au+ Au collisions, where the
multiplicity is the highest and therefore the occupancy effect
is the strongest. In the most peripheral Au + Au collisions the
multiplicity is low enough that there is essentially no effect.
The same is true in d + Au collisions, where no correction is
applied.

For the d + Au system we apply a correction for the
underlying event correlation that exists between produced
particles measured in the central arms and particles at forward
angles that satisfy the BBC interaction trigger [41]. This
correlation produces both a trigger bias, in which events
satisfying the trigger are biased towards higher multiplicities,
and a bin shift, in which nominally peripheral events are
shifted to higher centrality bins, thereby depleting the more
peripheral bins. We correct for these effects using the Glauber
MC combined with central particle yields measured in p 4 p
collisions. Using this same framework, we also generate a
correction factor to convert the minimum-bias sample (0-88%)
into one with zero bias (0-100%).

Table IV shows the centrality-dependent corrections for
each collision species. The occupancy is represented as an ef-
ficiency, while the bias factor is represented as a multiplicative
correction.

The proton and antiproton spectra are additionally corrected
for the feed-down from weak decays of hyperons into protons.
We use single-particle MC simulations of the A baryon and
apply the analysis cuts used for the protons to determine the
percentage of A baryons that decay into protons that pass our
proton selection cuts. This is used to determine the percentage
of the total proton sample that likely comes from hyperon
decays, which is called the feed-down fraction.
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TABLE IV. Summary of centrality-dependent corrections.

Collision Centrality (%) Occupancy-dependent efficiency
Au+ Au 0-10 0.542

10-20 0.653

20-40 0.783

40-60 0.904

60-92 0.964
Collision Centrality (%) Bias-factor correction
d+ Au 0-20 0.94

20-40 1.00

40-60 1.03

60-88 1.03

0-100 0.89

The feed-down fraction is dependent only on the A/ p ratio
and not explicitly on the A spectrum itself. For the Au + Au
data we take the A/p ratio to be 0.89 and the A/p ratio
to be 0.95, as measured in Au+ Au collisions at /5, =
130 GeV [42]. These are very similar to (and well within
the systematic uncertainties of) the values of 0.91 for A/p
and 0.94 for A/ p obtained for Au + Au collisions at /5, =
200 GeV by examining the d N /dy values for A and A [43]
and p and p [10]. However, we note that the A data reported in
Ref. [42] are inclusive while the data A reported in Ref. [43]
are corrected for feed-down from other hyperons.

For the d + Au data, we take the A/p ratio to be 0.85
and the A/ p ratio to be 0.99. There are no published data on
A/p and A/p ratios or A and A spectra or yields in d + Au
collisions that could be used to estimate these ratios. Instead,
we use the (A + A)/(p + p) ratio measured in p + p colli-
sions [44], the p/p ratio measured in d + Au collisions [25],
and an estimate of the A/A ratio in d + Au collisions based
on measurements in Au + Au [45] and p + p collisions [46].

The spectral shape of the A (A) is assumed to follow the
p (p) spectrum with my scaling. We also take the ratio to be
independent of centrality. In fact, a small centrality dependence
can be seen when examining the integrated yields in Refs. [10,
43], although the different centralities are consistent within the
systematic uncertainties.

All measurements of A implicitly include the %°, which
decays electromagnetically with 100% branching ratio to the
A and a photon. We do not correct for feed-down from the
charged X states, nor for the E and 2 multistrange baryon
states. Because these corrections are smaller and have large
uncertainties, they are included in the overall systematic un-
certainty estimates. For the charged ¥ states we are concerned
only with the %, which decays to a proton with a 0.5 branch-
ing ratio. The data from 200-GeV p+p collisions show a ratio
(Zt+ 2"+ 2T+ E7)/(A+ A) of 0.50 & 0.18(syst) [44].
Assuming ¥£/% ~ A/A and ¥7/2% &~ 1, we can estimate
S*/A to be 0.25. The ratios for (E° + E%)/(A + A) and
(B~ 4+ E%)/(A + A)in p + p collisions both have a value of
0.065 with very large (=100%) systematic uncertainties. As-
suming &/ 8 ~ A /A one can estimate the (E° + E7)/A ratio
to be roughly 0.13, which is consistent with the total feed-down
correction of 15% reported for A in Ref. [43]. The latter also
includes feed-down from €2, though the contribution is small.
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FIG. 3. (Color online) Feed-down fraction as a function of py for
protons (solid black curves) and antiprotons (dotted red curves) for
the 2007 Au + Au data (left panel) and the 2008 d + Au data (right
panel). The shaded bands indicate the systematic uncertainty of 25%.

The systematic uncertainty on the feed-down fraction is
estimated to be 25%, which is due primarily to the uncertainty
in the A /p ratio. We also note that, in the py region of interest
to this paper, 2 GeV/c < pr <5GeV/c, the feed-down
fraction is of order 10%, so a 25% change in the A/p ratio
produces only a roughly 2.5% change in the proton spectrum.

Figure 3 shows the feed-down fraction as a function of pr
for protons as solid black curves and antiprotons as dotted red
curves for the 2007 Au + Au data (left panel) and 2008 d + Au
data (right panel). As mentioned above, the magnetic field con-
figuration is different for 2007 and 2008, which is the reason
for the different feed-down fractions between the two data sets.

D. Estimation of systematic uncertainties

The different types of systematic uncertainty are catego-
rized as follows: type A, point-to-point uncorrelated in pr,
where the points can move up or down independently of each
other; type B, point-to-point correlated in p7, where the points
can move together, changing the shape of the curve; and type
C, an overall normalization uncertainty in which all points
move up or down by the same factor. The corrections for
analysis cuts, including acceptance, track selection, and PID,
are predominantly type B. The normalization corrections for
effects such as detector occupancy and efficiency are type C.
There are no known systematic uncertainties of type A in
the present analysis. Typically type A systematic uncertainties
come from the yield extraction of particles kinematically
reconstructed from their decay products.

The uncertainties are assessed for each cut by redoing
the analysis with the cut varied and then determining the
difference. The cuts are varied in exactly the same way for
the analysis of both the experimental and the simulated data.
This process is repeated for all the analysis cuts and the
differences are summed in quadrature to determine the final
uncertainty. This is done for both the spectra and the ratios.
The uncertainties are examined in each centrality class for
both Au + Au and d + Au collisions and are found to be quite
similar in all centrality classes.
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TABLE V. Summary of systematic uncertainties from acceptance,
track selection, and PID of invariant yield of each particle species.

pr range 7t (%) 7™ (%) KT (%) K™ (%) p(%) p(%)
2007 Au + Au

pr <3GeV/c 9 9 11 11 10 10

pr >3GeV/c 10 10 11 11 11 11

pr > 5GeV/c 14 14 - - 14 14
2008 d 4 Au

pr <3GeV/c 8 8 13 13

pr > 3GeV/c 9 9 13 13 11 11

When taking ratios of the various particles, all of the type C
uncertainties and some of the type B uncertainties cancel. For
antiparticle-to-particle ratios, the uncertainty from acceptance
does not cancel at all, and the uncertainty from track selection
and PID mostly cancel. For other particle ratios, K /7 and p /7,
the uncertainty from acceptance and track selection mostly
cancel, and the uncertainty from PID does not cancel at all. In
this analysis, we find the remaining systematic uncertainty on
each of the particle ratios is roughly 5% for all pr.

For the nuclear modification factor R¢p, which compares
two different centrality bins of the same particle species
in the same collision system, all the type B systematic
uncertainties cancel almost completely. There is an uncertainty
of about 2% based on small variations of the track matching
and PID distributions as a function of centrality. The type
C uncertainties are completely uncorrelated and added in
quadrature. For the nuclear modification factors R44 and R4,
the p + p reference data were collected during a different
operational period and using different detector subsystems;
therefore, none of the systematic uncertainties cancel. A
summary of the type B systematic uncertainties for the spectra
is given in Table V.

The type C uncertainties are from the centrality-dependent
corrections for the spectra and from the uncertainty on the
Glauber model calculations for the nuclear modification fac-
tors. The uncertainty on the occupancy correction for Au + Au
collisions is roughly 10%, and therefore the uncertainty on the
yield varies from 5% for the most central to less than 1% for the
most peripheral. The uncertainties for the Glauber values for
Ncon are much larger and therefore dominate the uncertainty
in the nuclear modification factors.

The uncertainty on the bias factors for d + Au collisions
varies from about 1% for the most central bin to about 5%
for the most peripheral bin. The bias factors are determined in
the same Glauber model analysis as the Neoy and Ny, values,
and therefore the uncertainties are correlated. The uncertainty
on the ratio of bias factors and N, values used to determine
the nuclear modification factors varies from about 3% for the
most central to about 8% for the most peripheral.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Invariant yields as a function of transverse momentum pr

The main result of this study is the measurement of the
invariant yield of pions, kaons, and protons as a function
of pr in different centrality classes. The centrality classes

PHYSICAL REVIEW C 88, 024906 (2013)

studied in the Au + Au measurement are 0-10% (the most
central), 10-20%, 20-40%, 40—-60%, and 60-92% (the most
peripheral). For the d + Au measurement, the centrality
classes are 0-20% (the most central), 20-40%, 40-60%,
60-88% (the most peripheral), and 0-100%. From these
quantities, all other observables are derived, such as particle
ratios and nuclear modification factors. Figure 4 shows the
invariant yields of positive pions, positive kaons, and protons
(top left, middle, and right, respectively) and negative pions,
negative kaons, and antiprotons (bottom left, middle, and
right, respectively). The yields are scaled by arbitrary factors
indicated in the legend for the sake of clarity and to keep the
collision species grouped together. The plotted invariant yields
are available in Tables I-XII of the Supplemental Material [47].
These spectra are consistent with previously published
PHENIX spectra [10,25] in the overlapping pr range.

B. Particle ratios as a function of transverse momentum

One of the simpler classes of derived quantities is the
antiparticle-to-particle ratio. In the present analysis those
ratios are 7~ /7, K~/K™, and p/p, which are plotted as
a function of pr in the upper, middle, and lower panels of
Fig. 5, respectively. In each panel, the Au+ Au data are
on the left and the d + Au data are on the right. Drawn
as a visual aid are dashed black lines with value 1.0 for
the pions, 0.93 for the kaons, and 0.73 for the protons; the
values for kaons and protons are chosen from the reported pr
integrated values from Ref. [10]. Shown as a reference are
data from p + p collisions from Ref. [48] for pr < 3 GeV/c
and from Ref. [49] for pr > 3 GeV/c. Remarkably, all the
ratios are essentially independent of both pr and centrality.
Based on simple arguments about isospin conservation and the
basics of the parton distribution functions and fragmentation
functions, one would expect each of the antiparticle-to-particle
ratios to vary as a function of pr as discussed in Ref. [50].
Indeed, these ratios have a significant p; dependence in
p + p collisions at midrapidity, and the agreement with theory
depends significantly on the fragmentation functions used [49].
However, the pr range needed to observe the decrease in these
ratiosin p + p collisions is quite large. As seen in Fig. 5, the pr
dependence of the ratios in p + p is small over the range mea-
sured and is consistent with the ratios in d + Au and Au + Au.

Figures 6 and 7 show the kaon-to-pion ratios as a function
of (top) pr K*/x* and (bottom) K~ /7~ in Au+ Au
and d + Au collisions, respectively. The ratios in Au + Au
collisions show a significant increase with increasing pr
and a small increase as the collisions become more central.
The enhancement of the integrated K/m ratio in more
central collisions is attributed to strangeness equilibration
in various thermal models [51,52], which is reflected in
the differential ratio. However, the differential ratio may
include additional information about the differences in the
fragmentation functions and/or the phase-space distribution
functions used in the recombination models. As discussed
in a previous PHENIX publication [53], the strangeness
enhancement present in the hot and dense nuclear medium
has an effect on certain recombination models [54]. These
models involve the recombination of partons in dissimilar
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FIG. 4. (Color online) Invariant yield of 7%, K* and p and p as a function of py in Au + Au and d + Au collisions. The yields are scaled
by the arbitrary factors indicated in the legend, keeping collision species grouped together. Statistical uncertainties are too small to be seen.
Systematic uncertainties are discussed in Table V. The tabulated values are available in Tables I-XII of the Supplemental Material [47].

momentum space, meaning that a shower parton from a jet
can recombine with a thermal parton in the medium. The
thermal component of thermal 4 shower recombination is
more dominant at higher pr for strange hadrons (such as
kaons) than it is for nonstrange hadrons (such as pions),
leading to an enhancement of the ratio that increases with
pr. This increasing enhancement manifests as the ratio rising
more quickly in Au+ Au collisions compared with p + p
collisions, which is seen in Figs. 6 and 7. At sufficiently high
pr, where the shower component begins to dominate for both
strange and nonstrange particles, this ratio is expected to turn
over and begin to decrease. However, this turnover point, if
it exists, is beyond the pr reach available for kaons in this
study.

The K/m ratios in d + Au collisions are essentially
identical for all centrality classes, which may indicate that the
mechanism for strangeness production in d + Au collisions is
the same for all centrality classes. However, we also note that
the various d + Au centrality classes span a relatively small
range of Npq. Therefore, if the strangeness enhancement is
only weakly dependent on Np,, the variation of Npyy in the
d + Au centrality classes may not be large enough for an effect
to be observed.

Figures 8 and 9 show the proton-to-pion ratios as a function
of pr (p/m on the top, p/7~ on the bottom) in Au + Au and
d + Au collisions, respectively. Note that for Fig. 9 the vertical
scale is different. The ratios in central Au 4 Au collisions show
a strong enhancement over the values in p 4 p collisions. This
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FIG. 5. (Color online) Ratio of invariant yield of 7~ /7" (top), K~ /K* (middle), and p/p (bottom) as a function of py in Au + Au (left

panels) and d + Au collisions (right panels) in each centrality bin. Dashe
for K=/K™, and 0.73 for p/p. These values are taken from Ref. [10]. Sh
pr < 3 GeV/c and from Ref. [49] for p;r > 3 GeV/c.

is conjectured to be attributed to the parton recombination
mechanism of hadronization, which gives rise to a significant
enhancement of baryon yields relative to meson yields in
heavy-ion collisions [16,18,20]. The p/m ratios in the other
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centralities in Au + Au collisions show a clear and consistent
trend with decreasing enhancement as the collisions become
more peripheral. In d + Au collisions there is a similar trend.
The p/m ratio in the most central d + Au collisions appears
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FIG. 6. (Color online) Ratio of invariant yield of positive kaons
to positive pions (top panel) and negative kaons to negative pions
(bottom panel) as a function of py in Au+ Au collisions in the
centrality bins marked in the legend. Data for p + p collisions [48]
are shown as a reference.

to be consistent with the ratio in the most peripheral Au + Au
collisions. Additionally, the p/m ratio is enhanced over p + p

FIG. 8. (Color online) Ratio of invariant yield of protons to
positive pions (top panel) and antiprotons to negative pions (bottom
panel) as a function of p7 in Au + Au collisions in the centrality bins
marked in the legend. Data for p 4 p collisions [48] are shown as a
reference.

collisions for each centrality class in d + Au collisions except
for the most peripheral.

C. Nuclear modification factors as a function
of transverse momentum

To measure the modification of the spectrum of produced
particles in heavy-ion collisions relative to the spectrum in
p + p collisions, nuclear modification factors are employed.
The nuclear modification factor R4 4 is defined as the yield in
Au + Au collisions divided by the yield in p + p collisions,
normalized by the number of binary nucleon + nucleon
collisions Ny, as determined from the Glauber model. The
nuclear modification factor Rcp is defined as the yield in
central Au + Au collisions divided by the yield in peripheral
Au + Au collisions, normalized to the respective numbers of
binary nucleon + nucleon collisions. These can be expressed

mathematically as

1T
d+Au \'s, = 200 GeV ]
0.Sj + ]
B L i ]
 0.6F *i : -
o * li" b
= 04 B .
T e 1
0.2 Ou'w .
r = ]
O+t
C e :
[ = 20- ]
0.8 T 8-100% ]
C oo L EeE :
S 06 +pip ii * ]
o . 1
= = 'R e« o 4
= [ ] _
g0.4: ]
o w ;
o ]
lelllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllli
0 05 1 1.5 3 35 4

(GeV/)

FIG. 7. (Color online) Ratio of invariant yield of positive kaons
to positive pions (top panel) and negative kaons to negative pions
(bottom panel) as a function of py in d 4 Au collisions in the
centrality bins marked in the legend. Data for p + p collisions [48]
are shown as a reference.

(dN /dpr)*+hA
Rar = —Rvau , )
Neon " (dN/dpr)rtp
dN/d central Nperlpheral
RCP = ( / pT) coll (5)

(dN /dpy)perivheral - ycenual *

Figure 10 shows Rc¢p for 0-10%/40-60% (left panel) and
0-10%/60-92% (right panel) as a function of py for charge-
averaged pions, kaons, and protons. Both pions and kaons
exhibit a suppression pattern at all values of p7. The kaons ex-
hibit less suppression than the pions, indicating the additional
role of strangeness enhancement in the particle-production
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FIG. 9. (Color online) Ratio of invariant yield of protons to
positive pions (top panel) and antiprotons to negative pions (bottom
panel) as a function of p7 in d 4+ Au collisions in the centrality bins
marked in the legend. Data for p 4 p collisions [48] are shown as a
reference.

mechanism. The observed enhancement of kaons relative to
pions appears to be lower for the 0—10% /40-60% as compared
to the 0-10%/60-92%, suggesting a centrality dependence
of the strangeness enhancement, as seen in the K /m ratios
discussed above. However, the protons exhibit quite different
behavior, rising to a value very close to unity, indicating no
suppression, around 2-3 GeV/c in pr. At higher values of pr
the proton R p falls off slowly, beginning to approach the pion
Rcp at the highest values of pr available. The proton Rcp
shown here is consistent within the systematic uncertainties
with the proton R¢p reported by STAR [57].

Figure 11 shows Raa as a function of p7 in different cen-
trality classes for charge-averaged pions, kaons, and protons,
as well for 7° [55] and ¢ [53]. We use previously published
PHENIX data on identified hadrons in p + p collisions [48]
to evaluate the Raa. The Raa data are limited in py reach
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FIG. 11. (Color online) Nuclear modification factor R4, as a

function of py in different centrality classes of charge-averaged pions,

kaons, and protons, 7° [55], and ¢ [53]. A dashed black line is drawn
at unity as a visual aid, indicating no modification. The shaded gray
boxes indicate the associated uncertainty on N, from the Glauber

model calculations. The tabulated values are available in Tables XIII-

XV of the Supplemental Material [47].

by the p 4 p data. As with the Rcp, the pions and kaons
exhibit a suppression pattern in the Ras. Additionally, a
significant and monotonic centrality dependence is observed,
with the suppression decreasing as the collisions become more
peripheral. This is consistent with what is seen for neutral
pions [55,58]. The proton Raa shows no suppression in the
intermediate p7 region and in fact reaches a maximum value
above unity between 2 and 3 GeV/c. For pr > 3 GeV/c,
the proton Raa values decrease and a suppression pattern
emerges. The proton Rcp decreases more slowly than the
central proton Raa, which is simply because of the still
considerable modification in the peripheral bins. The trend
appears to be that the proton Rcp and Ras decrease steadily
while the pion Rcp and Raa hold steady, suggesting that
these values for pions and protons may eventually merge.
The proton Raa for the 0-10% centrality bin shown here
exhibits reasonable qualitative agreement with the K 4+ p Raa
for 0-12% centrality reported by STAR [49].

While the centrality dependence of the Ras for the pions
and kaons is strong, it is quite weak for the protons and
the different centralities are consistent within the systematic
uncertainties. This is consistent with the strong centrality

L B e B B B L L L L
[ Rcp (0-10%/40-60%) T Recp (0-10%/60-92%) Au+Au |s,, =200 GeV ] FIG. 10. (Color online) R¢p for
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FIG. 12. (Color online) Nuclear modification factor R;4 as a
function of py in different centrality classes of charge-averaged pions,
kaons, and protons, 7° [56], and ¢ [53]. A dashed black line is drawn
at unity as a visual aid, indicating no modification. The shaded gray
boxes indicate the associated uncertainty on N, from the Glauber
model calculations. The tabulated values are available in Tables XVI-
XVIII of the Supplemental Material [47].

dependence in the p/m ratios discussed above. The ¢ meson
R values are close to the values for kaons and significantly
lower than the values for the protons, even though the ¢ is much
heavier than the kaon and it has roughly the same mass as the
proton. This strongly suggests a baryon vs meson dynamic, as
opposed to a simple mass dependence, as would be the case
for radial flow developed during the hadronic phase.

The nuclear modification factor for d + Au collisions, R4,
is defined in a similar way as Raa by

(dN dp )d+Au
Raa =~ ol : (©)
Neon (AN /dpr)Ptr

coll

Figure 12 shows R; 4 as a function of p7 in different centrality
classes for charged averaged particles. As with the Raa, we
use previously published PHENIX data on identified hadrons
in p 4 p collisions [48] to evaluate the R;4. The p + p data
limit the pr reach of the R 4. The charged pion exhibits a
small modification above pr of 1.0 GeV/c and is consistent
with no modification within the systematic uncertainties. This
is consistent with previous measurements of neutral pions
[56,59]. The charged kaon agrees with the charged pion within
the systematic uncertainties. The ¢ meson exhibits no apparent
modification.

However, the protons show a very large and strongly
centrality-dependent Cronin enhancement, reaching a factor
of 2 in the most central collisions at intermediate pr. Even
in the 40-60% centrality class the enhancement is a factor
of 1.5. For the most peripheral bin the enhancement is much
smaller, at a factor of about 1.1-1.2, and is close to unmodified,
similar to the other particle species. This strong centrality
dependence of the proton R;4 is, in fact, very similar to the
significant centrality dependence of the p/m ratio, and these
two observables are likely driven by the same mechanism. Also
apparent in the R4 is that the enhancement for protons begins
to fall off at 3.0 GeV /c and steadily drops with increasing pr,
appearing nearly unmodified at the highest p7 points.
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FIG. 13. (Color online) Ratio of K*/n* and K~ /7~ as a
function of pr in peripheral Au 4 Au and central d + Au collisions
plotted together. The K*/x* ratios have been scaled by a factor of
1.2 for the sake of clarity.

The Ry4 of m, K, ¢, and p show significant dependence on
the number of valence quarks and no dependence on particle
mass. That the baryon R;4 is quite different from that of
the mesons suggests that recombination plays a role in particle
production in d + Au collisions as well as Au + Au. The kaon
R, 4 is consistent with the pion R4, in contrast to Raa where
the kaons are consistently above the pions. This is consistent
with the K /7 ratio discussed above and indicates that there is
no discernible strangeness enhancement within uncertainties
in d 4+ Au collisions.

D. Comparison of peripheral Au + Au to central d + Au

Motivated by the remarkable similarities between pe-
ripheral Au+ Au and central d + Au collisions, we now
compare the two directly. Figure 13 shows the K /m ratio
and Fig. 14 shows the p/m ratio in peripheral Au+ Au
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FIG. 14. (Color online) Ratio of p/7x* and p/7~ as a function
of pr in peripheral Au + Au and central d + Au collisions plotted
together.
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FIG. 15. (Color online) Ratio of invariant yield of particles in
peripheral Au + Au (60-92%) to central d + Au (0-20%) collisions
as a function of pr.

and central d + Au collisions plotted together. In both cases
the ratios are completely consistent with each other between
the different collision species, suggesting that the particle-
production mechanisms in peripheral Au+ Au and central
d + Au collisions are quite similar.

Figure 15 shows the ratio of the spectra in peripheral Au +
Au to central d + Au collisions for pions, kaons, and protons.
Also plotted is the ratio for neutral pions, as determined from
the data in Refs. [55,56]. The ratio for 7° shows excellent
agreement with the ¥ ratios.

We note that the Neo; and Ny, values are quite consistent
with each other. The ratio of N.o in 0-20% d + Au to Ncop
in 60-92% Au + Auis 1.02 &= 0.22, and the same ratio for the
respective Npy values is 1.04 &= 0.21. No scaling is applied,
but a scaling by the respective Neoii Or Npg values would
change the data imperceptibly. The ratios tend to the same
value of roughly 0.65 for each particle species at and above
2.5-3 GeV/c. This universal scaling is strongly suggestive of
a common particle-production mechanism between peripheral
Au + Au and central d + Au collisions. It is also interesting
to observe that at the lower pr, where this ratio rises strongly,
there is minimal mass or particle-type dependence.

Given the fact that both Ny and Np, are essentially the
same in these two systems, any quantity or physical effect
that scales with either of these should be the same in each
system, and thus should cancel almost exactly in this ratio.
If we make the simple assumption that most or all of the
cold-nuclear-matter effects scale with Ncgjj Or Npa, then those
effects are completely canceled in this ratio, leaving only the
hot-nuclear-matter effects present in the peripheral Au + Au
collisions. This could mean that this ratio being less than unity
is attributable to the parton energy loss in peripheral Au + Au.
This picture is consistent with the findings in this paper and
elsewhere that the Ras of mesons indicates parton energy
loss in the medium even in peripheral Au 4 Au collisions.
It is striking, then, that this ratio is independent of particle
species, which is suggestive of similar energy loss effects
even for protons. This indicates that the baryon enhancement
mechanism is the same in both systems.
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However, although Ncoj; and Npy are consistent for the two
systems, there is an inherent participant asymmetry that needs
to be taken into account. In the case of peripheral Au + Au
collisions, one has a scenario in which, for example, 7 or 8
nucleons on the edge of one Au nucleus collide against 7 or
8 nucleons on the edge of the other Au nucleus. However, in
the case of central d + Au collisions, one has a scenario in
which, for example, the 2 nucleons of the deuteron collide
against 13 nucleons in the center of the Au nucleus. This
introduces several additional factors that need to be considered.
For example, the participant asymmetry produces a rapidity
shift in the particle production [60]. This may explain a deficit
of soft particles at low pr in d 4+ Au collisions at midrapidity,
which, in turn, would explain why the ratio trends up at low pr.
We also note this low- pr region where the ratio rises is where
hydrodynamics effects are known to be important in Au + Au
collisions. It is possible that there are collective flow effects in
d + Au collisions as well, as suggested by the recent results
reported in Refs. [26-29]. A full viscous hydrodynamics model
comparison is warranted.

Another issue to consider is the modification of parton
distribution functions (PDFs) in nuclei. These nuclear PDFs
(nPDFs) are known to be modified from the PDFs of single
nucleons [7,61]. The experimentally measured nPDFs are
averaged over the entire nucleus and are typically compared to
the deuteron PDF to determine the nuclear modification. The
binary collisions in peripheral Au + Au involve two nucleons
which have modified nPDFs. However, the binary collisions
in central d + Au involve an approximately unmodified
nucleon from the deuteron and a modified nucleon from the
Au nucleus. Physical observables sensitive to the nPDFs
would then be expected to be different for the two systems.
However, it is possible that the nucleons in the more diffuse
outer region of the nucleus have a different modification
from those in the denser center. Therefore, it is not possible
to make any model-independent quantitative statements
about the differences between the nPDFs in these two
systems.

V. SUMMARY

In summary, we present a highly detailed and systematic
study of identified charged hadron spectra and ratios as a func-
tion of pr and centrality for Au + Au and d + Au collisions
at /s, = 200 GeV. As has been reported previously, we find
a baryon enhancement present in both systems. In d 4+ Au
collisions, the Cronin enhancement has long been known to
be stronger for baryons than for mesons. However, for the first
time a study with enough statistical and systematic precision
presents clear evidence for a strong centrality dependence of
this effect. In Au+ Au collisions the baryon enhancement
has been attributed to parton recombination as the mode of
hadronization. A version of the recombination model has been
applied to d + Au collisions as well [22,23], which reproduces
the baryon vs meson differences. The present data strongly
suggest that further theoretical investigation is warranted.
Given the excellent statistical precision of the present data
set, a direct comparison between the two is made for the first
time. Specifically, a ratio of the spectra in the most peripheral
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Au + Au and most central d 4+ Au collisions is measured.
These two systems have nearly identical values of both Ny
and Npyy. Therefore, a direct comparison between the two
cancels out a large number of physical effects. We conclude
that the baryon enhancement present in both systems is likely
driven by a common hadronization mechanism.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank the staff of the Collider-Accelerator and Physics
Departments at Brookhaven National Laboratory and the staff
of the other PHENIX participating institutions for their vital
contributions. We acknowledge support from the Office of
Nuclear Physics in the Office of Science of the Department of
Energy, the National Science Foundation, Abilene Christian
University Research Council, Research Foundation of SUNY,
and the Dean of the College of Arts and Sciences, Vanderbilt
University (USA); Ministry of Education, Culture, Sports, Sci-
ence, and Technology and the Japan Society for the Promotion
of Science (Japan); Conselho Nacional de Desenvolvimento

PHYSICAL REVIEW C 88, 024906 (2013)

Cientifico e Tecnolégico and Fundag¢ao de Amparo a Pesquisa
do Estado de Sdo Paulo (Brazil); Natural Science Foundation
of China (People’s Republic of China); Ministry of Education,
Youth and Sports (Czech Republic); Centre National de la
Recherche Scientifique, Commissariat 2 I’Energie Atomique,
and Institut National de Physique Nucléaire et de Physique
des Particules (France); Bundesministerium fiir Bildung und
Forschung, Deutscher Akademischer Austausch Dienst, and
Alexander von Humboldt Stiftung (Germany); Hungarian Na-
tional Science Fund, OTKA (Hungary); Department of Atomic
Energy and Department of Science and Technology (India);
Israel Science Foundation (Israel); National Research Founda-
tion and the WCU program of the Ministry Education Science
and Technology (Korea); Ministry of Education and Science,
Russian Academy of Sciences, Federal Agency of Atomic
Energy (Russia); VR and Wallenberg Foundation (Sweden);
the US Civilian Research and Development Foundation for
the Independent States of the Former Soviet Union; the US-
Hungarian Fulbright Foundation for Educational Exchange;
and the US-Israel Binational Science Foundation.

[1] K. Adcox et al. (PHENIX Collaboration), Nucl. Phys. A 757,
184 (2005).

[2] J. Adams et al. (STAR Collaboration), Nucl. Phys. A 757, 102
(2005).

[3] B. B. Back er al. (PHOBOS Collaboration), Nucl. Phys. A 757,
28 (2005).

[4] I. Arsene et al. (BRAHMS Collaboration), Nucl. Phys. A 757,
1 (2005).

[51J. W. Cronin, H. J. Frisch, M. J. Shochet, J. P. Boymond,
R. Mermod et al., Phys. Rev. D 11, 3105 (1975).

[6] D. Antreasyan, J. W. Cronin, H. J. Frisch, M. J. Shochet,
L. Kluberg, P. A. Piroue, and R. L. Sumner, Phys. Rev. D 19,
764 (1979).

[7]1 M. Arneodo, Phys. Rep. 240, 301 (1994).

[8] E. Iancu and R. Venugopalan, in Quark-Gluon Plasma 3, edited
by R. C. Hwa and X.-N. Wang (World Scientific, Singapore,
2004), p. 249.

[9] S. S. Adler et al. (PHENIX Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 91,
172301 (2003).

[10] S. S. Adler et al. (PHENIX Collaboration), Phys. Rev. C 69,
034909 (2004).

[11] J. Adams et al. (STAR Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 92,
052302 (2004).

[12] U. Heinz et al., Nucl. Phys. A 702, 269 (2002).

[13] T. Hirano and Y. Nara, Phys. Rev. C 69, 034908 (2004).

[14] L. Vitev and M. Gyulassy, Phys. Rev. C 65, 041902 (2002).

[15] L. Vitev and M. Gyulassy, Nucl. Phys. A 715, 779 (2003).

[16] R. C. Hwa and C. B. Yang, Phys. Rev. C 67, 034902
(2003).

[17] R. J. Fries, B. Muller, C. Nonaka, and S. A. Bass, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 90, 202303 (2003).

[18] R. J. Fries, B. Muller, C. Nonaka, and S. A. Bass, Phys. Rev. C
68, 044902 (2003).

[19] V. Greco, C. M. Ko, and P. Levai, Phys. Rev. Lett. 90, 202302
(2003).

[20] V. Greco, C. M. Ko, and P. Levai, Phys. Rev. C 68, 034904
(2003).

[21] D. Molnar and S. A. Voloshin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 91, 092301
(2003).

[22] R. C. Hwa and C. B. Yang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 082302 (2004).

[23] R. C. Hwa and C. B. Yang, Phys. Rev. C 70, 037901 (2004).

[24] A. Accardi, arXiv:hep-ph/0212148.

[25] S. S. Adler et al. (PHENIX Collaboration), Phys. Rev. C 74,
024904 (2006).

[26] A. Adare et al. (PHENIX Collaboration), arXiv:1303.1794.

[27] S. Chatrchyan et al. (CMS Collaboration), Phys. Lett. B 718,
795 (2013).

[28] B. Abelev et al. (ALICE Collaboration), Phys. Lett. B 719, 29
(2013).

[29] G. Aad et al. (ATLAS Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 110,
182302 (2013).

[30] S. A. Bass et al., Nucl. Phys. A 661, 205 (1999).

[31] J. Rafelski and B. Muller, Phys. Rev. Lett. 48, 1066 (1982).

[32] P. Koch and B. Muller, Phys. Rep. 142, 167 (1986).

[33] K. Adcox et al. (PHENIX Collaboration), Nucl. Instrum.
Methods A 499, 469 (2003).

[34] K. Ikematsu et al., Nucl. Instrum. Methods A 411, 238 (1998).

[35] M. Allen et al. (PHENIX Collaboration), Nucl. Instrum. Meth-
ods A 499, 549 (2003).

[36] V. G. Ryabov, Nucl. Instrum. Methods A 419, 363 (1998).

[37] J. Barrette et al., Nucl. Phys. A 661, 665 (1999).

[38] B. Love, Masters thesis, Vanderbilt University, 2009,
http://www.phenix.bnl.gov/WW W/talk/archive/theses/2009/
Love_Brian-thesis_BrianLove.pdf.

[39] A. Adare et al. (PHENIX Collaboration), Phys. Rev. C 85,
064914 (2012).

[40] M. L. Miller, K. Reygers, S. J. Sanders, and P. Steinberg, Annu.
Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 57, 205 (2007).

[41] S. S. Adler et al. (PHENIX Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 94,
082302 (2005).

[42] K. Adcox et al. (PHENIX Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 89,
092302 (2002).

[43] J. Adams er al. (STAR Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 98,
062301 (2007).

024906-15


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2005.03.086
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2005.03.086
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2005.03.085
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2005.03.085
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2005.03.084
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2005.03.084
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2005.02.130
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2005.02.130
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.11.3105
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.19.764
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.19.764
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(94)90048-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/9789812795533_0005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/9789812795533_0005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/9789812795533_0005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/9789812795533_0005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.91.172301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.91.172301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.69.034909
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.69.034909
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.92.052302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.92.052302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0375-9474(02)00714-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.69.034908
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.65.041902
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0375-9474(02)01487-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.67.034902
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.67.034902
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.90.202303
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.90.202303
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.68.044902
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.68.044902
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.90.202302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.90.202302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.68.034904
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.68.034904
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.91.092301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.91.092301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.082302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.70.037901
http://arXiv.org/abs/arXiv:hep-ph/0212148
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.74.024904
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.74.024904
http://arXiv.org/abs/arXiv:1303.1794
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2012.11.025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2012.11.025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2013.01.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2013.01.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.182302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.182302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0375-9474(99)85024-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.48.1066
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(86)90096-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(02)01950-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(02)01950-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(98)00307-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(02)01956-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(02)01956-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(98)00809-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0375-9474(99)85033-7
http://www.phenix.bnl.gov/WWW/talk/archive/theses/2009/Love_Brian-thesis_BrianLove.pdf
http://www.phenix.bnl.gov/WWW/talk/archive/theses/2009/Love_Brian-thesis_BrianLove.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.85.064914
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.85.064914
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.nucl.57.090506.123020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.nucl.57.090506.123020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.94.082302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.94.082302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.89.092302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.89.092302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.062301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.062301

A. ADARE et al.

[44] R. E. Ansorge et al. (UAS Collaboration), Nucl. Phys. B 328, 36
(1989).

[45] B. Hippolyte (STAR Collaboration), arXiv:nucl-ex/0306017.

[46] A. E. M. Billmeier (STAR Collaboration), J. Phys. G 30, S363
(2004).

[47] See Supplemental Material at http://link.aps.org/supplemental/
10.1103/PhysRevC.88.024906 for tabulated values of results
plotted in Figs. 4, 11, and 12.

[48] A. Adare et al. (PHENIX Collaboration), Phys. Rev. C 83,
064903 (2011).

[49] G. Agakishiev et al. (STAR Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 108,
072302 (2012).

[50] X.-N. Wang, Phys. Rev. C 58, 2321 (1998).

[51] M. Kaneta and N. Xu, J. Phys. G: Nucl. Part. Phys. 30, S1217
(2004).

[52] J. Cleymans, B. Kampfer, M. Kaneta, S. Wheaton, and N. Xu,
Phys. Rev. C 71, 054901 (2005).

PHYSICAL REVIEW C 88, 024906 (2013)

[53] A. Adare et al. (PHENIX Collaboration), Phys. Rev. C 83,
024909 (2011).

[54] R. C. Hwa and C. B. Yang, Phys. Rev. C 75, 054904 (2007).

[55] A. Adare et al. (PHENIX Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 101,
232301 (2008).

[56] S. S. Adler et al. (PHENIX Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 98,
172302 (2007).

[57] B. I. Abelev et al. (STAR Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 97,
152301 (20006).

[58] S. S. Adler et al. (PHENIX Collaboration), Phys. Rev. C 76,
034904 (2007).

[59] S. S. Adler er al. (PHENIX Collaboration), Phys. Rev Lett. 91,
072303 (2003).

[60] B. B. Back et al. (PHOBOS Collaboration), Phys. Rev. Lett. 93,
082301 (2004).

[61] K. J. Eskola, H. Paukkunen, and C. A. Salgado, J. High Energy
Phys. 04 (2009) 065.

024906-16


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(89)90090-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(89)90090-4
http://arXiv.org/abs/arXiv:nucl-ex/0306017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0954-3899/30/1/043
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0954-3899/30/1/043
http://link.aps.org/supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevC.88.024906
http://link.aps.org/supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevC.88.024906
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.83.064903
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.83.064903
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.072302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.072302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.58.2321
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0954-3899/30/8/093
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0954-3899/30/8/093
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.71.054901
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.83.024909
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.83.024909
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.75.054904
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.232301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.232301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.172302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.172302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.97.152301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.97.152301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.76.034904
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.76.034904
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.91.072303
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.91.072303
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.082301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.082301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2009/04/065
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2009/04/065



